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January 27, 2000

Ms. Wendy R. Dixon,

EIS Project Manager. M/5010, U.S. DOE
Yusca Mountain Sitc Characterization Office
P.Q. Box 30307

North Las Vegas, NV 89036-0307

Dear Ms. Dixon:

I am pleased 10 submit testimony to comment on the Draft Enviranmental Impaet Statement
for a Geologic Repasitory for the Disposal of Spent Nucisar Fuel and High-Level Radioactive
Waste at Yncca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada. These hearings also will discuss the
ransportation of material to the repository from seventy sites across the United States.

Atthough I cannat attend the hearings in person due to Congressional busincss in Washington,
D.C., I would appreciate you making reference to the CIchland, Okio hearings held on January
28, 2000 when recording my commnents.

1. | On behalf of the 19 District, Ohio, I thank the U.S. Department of Energy for holding these
hearings across the nation 1o better learn the concerns of citizens 23 well as inform of the DOE's

latost progmss.' I remain
Very truly yours.
ﬁ
aﬁﬁ&\‘ o,
Steven LaTourette
Member of Cangrass
ROOM 1224 1 VIGIOEIA FLACE PARMA HEIGHTS CITY HALL
LONGWORTH HOUSE CFFINE MELONG ROOM 120 Ut FEARL ROAD
WASMINGTON, DG Zusvs PANESVILLE. OH 44077 PARMA HEIGHTS, OH 44130
(200 Z2s-872 (AAl) 3525000 (440) BET-3800
TOU, FREE 1 OmO

1800447 0529 ‘
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Statement of -
U.S. Representative Steven LaTourstte
19® Disirict, Ohio
Before the
U.S. Department of Encrgy
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
Yucea Mountain Site Characterization Office
On Jannsry, 28 2000
Cleveland, Qhio

Secrctaay Bill Richandson, I am pleased to comment on the Draft Environmental Impaoct
Statement for a Geologic Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High- Level
Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada. @e series of public hearings
across the country are irmportant in rofining the proposed action by the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) to construct, operats and moniter, and cventually close a repository at Yucea
Moumntain. Tn addition, they are critical with respect to the transporiation of the material to the
repository from seventy sites ucross the United States, It is my hops that others as well will
utilize this opportimity to review and avaluate potentizl impacts and possiblc altcmaﬁvcg

Discussion about radicactive waste and what to do with it is of great interest to my constituents
of the 19* District in Ohio, because it is the hame of Peny Nuclear Energy Plant. The plant is
located along the southern shoreline of Lake Erie in a rural erea of Lake County, approximated 7
miles northeast of Painesville and 35 miles northeast of Cleveland. Two other nuclear plants,
Davis-Bessc located near Toledo and Beaver Valley located outside Pittsburgh, are also in close
proximity.

Tt is tmportant to remember that ag such, even if nuclear facilities slupped production throughout
tho coulry today, the problem with what to do with existing spent energy would still nced
resolution, The Nuclear Waste Pollcy Act of 1982 was established to regulate the disposal of
spent (used) fuel and high-level radiogctive waste. Under the act the DOE was directed to
develop & permanent site 10 establish a permanent geologic wasle repository and the means 0
safely transport the nuelear waste. Also established was the Nuclear Wasie Fund which ctarently
ig at $15 million dollars. The Public Ulilities Cornmission of Ohio (PUCQ), along with 46 state
agencies and 33 utilities have raised past concerps by filing suit with the DOE to ensure the
protection of this ratepayer maintained fund, They have demanded that engoing paymenis into
the Nuclear Waste Fund be comtinued, bur that they be placed into escrow to ensure that the
funds are used for their intended purpose.

The U.8. Cowt of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit mled November 14, 1997, that
the DOE would be liabls for unspecificd damages 10 nuclear ntilities for failing 1o begin the
removal of spent muclear fuel from commercial reastors by January 31, 1998, a date set by the
Nuclear Waste Policy Aet. The States were unsnecessful in getting relief from the federal court,
even thougtht the Court agreed with muny of the their legal arguments and interpretations of
relevant statutes. The Court ultimately concluded thet the pending administrative proceeding
before the DOE had 10 be pursued bejore an infunction could be considered. To date the

A
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procecding is still petiding and no final decision has been made, )

Although the Perry Nuclear facility has enongh capacity in stare its spent fuel until at leasi 2011,
many other nuclear power plants across the nation are yuickly running out of spent fuel space. It
is estimated by the year 2010 that 80 plants will have utilized all of their spent fuel space.
According to the NRC, thirty-one facilities have been storing spent fuel through dry cask storage
(also referred to as silo or mausoleum storage). Another altemnative is reracking, which combines
the storage of old and new fels, since the new fuel create more energy aud takes up more space.
Finally, rod consclidation allows grealsr manipulation of a spent fuol bundle. Which method to
chosc, if any, has spurred debate among Iocal governments, 1o¢al vuclear utilities, apd state
ufility regulators. :

In the past, concerns were raised by many utility commissioners throughout the Unitcd

States, that no permanent site for the nation’s nuclcar wuste had been established. Although

the DOE continues to explace the possible use of a site in Novada's Yucca Mountain, many are
worricd that the set time line for the project and engoing site explomtion of the Yucca Mountzin
will not meet capacity deadlines for various nmelear plants. In the ycar 2000, the DOE is
scheduled to eamplete a final repositery environmental impact statepicnt, In 2001, the DOE
plaas to report on the Yucca Mountain site suitsbility. The license applicetion for the repository
construction to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission is scheduled for 2002, If licensed, the
emplacement of the waste repository could occur in 2010.

2 | Many in Oho are concomed about transporting nuclear waste through Northeast Ohio and as
many as 42 other states. Besides directing the DOE o study only the Yocca Mountain site, the
1987 amendment 10 the Nuolear Waste Policy Act also imposed requirements for transporting
speat nuclear Miel and high levels of radicactive waste. Such matexials will be transported
in U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission certified containers. The amendment requires the
DOE to notify states before ransporting any highly radioactive materials through their
— Jjurisdictions. |

A great deal of research and dialoguc betweon agencies, such as the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) and Envirenmental Protection Agency (EPA), legislators, ana the American
public has eccarred in determining whether to plzce 2 pcrmanent nuclear waste facility a1 the
Nevada Yueca Mountain site. Nins sites in six different states wers originally considered,
During the Reagan Administration the sites were natrowed down to Henford, Washington;

Deaf Smith Coumty, Texas; and Yucea Mountain, Nevada.

3 @hilc the NRC's existing regulations along with the DOE proposed regulations require
‘reasonabje assurance” that the public and environment be adequately protected from the
radistion hazards posed by the repository, I am concerred that the word “reasonable” not permit
loose interpretation of possible risks. Safety is the utmost concerm in consideration of this
Environmental Impact Statement, and every conceivable risk needs to be considered to ensure
the proiecrion of residents, wildlife, and natural resonress. I am concerned that thorough
preventive risk enicat procedures be fully developed and preparation for rail or lighway

4.. . accidentshe establisha. The Ohio State Agencies, local police, and fire departments along
nuclear waste routes Taust be throughly trained and outfitted with necessary equipment to handle

3
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cTaergency situations, either in the mransfor or transpert of the hazardous waste,]|We must also -
have the highest confidence in the integrity of the storage containers that wAll carry these

materials through our neighbarhoods, across the country, to Yucca. Tt is imperative that our
eitizens and our safety forces be certain that'every foraseenble visk has been elirminated so there
will be no danger of exposure to radivactive materials, This i¢ one area where there can be no

margio of error, |

Es proposals are censidered, whether they be for expansion of on-site storage, the creation af

Private central storage facilitics, establishment of a federal interim storage or the emplacement of
a permanent nuclear Waste repository at Yucea Mountain, we must continue to utilize sound
sclentific and technical methods to ensure the safety ofall Americans. The protection of

our citizens and neighborhoods must be our foremost consideration when reviewing any

pmposalj ‘
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